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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The drawings are objected to: 

The drawings are generally confusing with the various elements. The mechanism enabling 
the retraction of the tether must be shown. The adjustability of the shoulder. The mechanism for 
locking of the shoulders together. 

It seems that the drawings are not clear on showing the various devices including the device 
adjust the shoulder straps and the second securing device. 

2. The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1.98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other information 
submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609.04(a) states, "the list may not be 
incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a separate paper." Therefore, unless 
the references have been cited by the examiner on form PTO-892, they have not been 
considered. 

3. Claims 1-18 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which 
it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. It is unclear how the retracting 
mechanism operates. Furthermore, it is unclear how the lock in claim 10, and the second locking 
device in claim 1 1 operate. See drawing objections above. 

4. Claims 6, 7, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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Regarding claim 6, "the top has no antecedent basis" 

Regarding claim 7, it seems that claim 7 inadvertently includes some contents from the 

■ 

specification. Applicant to correct this oversight. 

Regarding claim 17, "the outside top portion" has no antecedent basis. 

5. Claims 1-8, 10, 11, and 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
over Dickler (40666195) in view of Asano (4738341). Dickler teaches a device comprising a 
backpack, and a tether device. Dickler meets all claimed limitations except for the retracting 
mechanism. Asano teaches that it is known in the art to provide a tethering device with a 
retracting mechanism as shown in Fig. 3. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to provide a tethering device with a retracting mechanism to provide an alternative 
tethering device for the case. 

Regarding claim 2, note the locking mechanism in Fig. 1 1 of Asano. 
Regarding claim 3, note the loop in Fig. 13. 

Regarding claim 8, the first securing device is at portion 42 as claimed. 
Regarding claim 1 1, the second device is portion 50. 

6. Claims 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Dickler 
rejection, as set forth above, and further in view of Adam (2577670). It would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a window for identification window in 
Dickler as taught by Adam for added security/identification purposes. 

7. Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Dickler 
rejection, as set forth above in paragraph 5, and further in view of Ivarson et al. (6474524). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a securing mechanism 
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fastens the shoulder straps together as taught Ivarson (portion 42) to keep shoulder straps 
together thus enabling one to carry the bag easily. 

8. Claims 1-8, and 10-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Tulgan in view of Harwell (4977860) or Caulder et al. (D300474). Tulgan teaches a backpack 
with a tether device. Tulgan meets all claimed limitations except for the retracting mechanism. 
Either Harwell or Caulder teaches that it is known in the art to provide a retracting mechanism at 
one end of the leash device. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide the retracting mechanism in Tulgan as taught by either Harwell or Caulder to keep the 

leash organized. 

Regarding claim 8, the first lock mechanism is portion 58. 

9. Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tulgan 
rejection, as set forth above in paragraph 8, and further in view of Golling et al. (5873506) or 
Ivarson (6474524). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a 
securing mechanism fastens the shoulder straps together as taught by either Golling (portion 1 1) 
or Ivarson (portion 42) to provide adjust the strap easily and/or to provide alternative shoulder 
straps. 

10. Claims 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Tulgan, as 
set forth above in paragraph 8, and further in view of Adam (2577670). It would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a window for identification window in 
Tulgan as taught by Adam for added security/identification purposes. 
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11. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Fahl et al. (6053381). 
Fahl teaches a device having backpack 2, a tether 20, and a retracting mechanism as shown in 
Fig. 4. The term "tether" does not impart any structure over the strap 20 in Fahl. 

12. Claims 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fahl et al. 
in view of Tulgan. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the 
second securing mechanism to keep the bag secured. 

13. Claim 1, 2, 5, and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Japan 11- 
318539 0539), or in the alternative, over Luna (6394157) in view of JP 5 539. JP '539 teaches a 
device having a back pack A, a tether 12, and a retracting mechanism as shown in Fig. 2. 

Regarding claim 2, note the locking mechanism 13 at the first end. 
In the alternative, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide 
the tethering device in a backpack as taught by Luna to hold the wallet in a different device. 

14. Claims 7-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the rejection 
of Luna in view of JP'539, and further in view of Ivarson et al. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the adjustable shoulder straps, the two securing 
mechanisms as taught Ivarson to provide an alternative backpack. 

15. Claims 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Japan 
rejection, as set forth above in paragraph 13, and further in view of Adam (2577670). It would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a window for identification 
window in Tulgan as taught by Adam for added security/identification purposes. 
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1 6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tri M. Mai whose telephone number is (571)272-4541 . The 



examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 



supervisor, Nathan Newhouse can be reached on (571)272-4544. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Tri M. Mai I i l 
Primary Examiner 
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